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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 

1. Applicant's amendment received on 8/25/2005 is acknowledged and entered. Claim 22 
is amended. Currently claims 1-24 are pending for examination. 



Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments, see Remarks pages 13-19, filed 8/25/2005, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 1-24 under 35 USC 103 (a) have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, 
a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Gillman (US Publication 2002/0147674). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1- 4, 12-17, & 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Gillman. 



Referring to claim 1. Gillman discloses a method for conducting electronic 
commerce, comprising: 
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Electronically visiting, by a customer interested in shopping for an item, a pre-selected 
comparison shopping site, and inquiring about the item and comparative prices thereof 
(see at least Fig.1 and paragraphs: 0030-0031, wherein a customer interested in 
shopping for products and services or a specialized item such as forging accesses an 
electronic reverse auction system, which corresponds to the claimed comparison 
shopping site and as detailed in Gillman the reverse auction system comprises 
receiving comparative prices from different competitors ); 

• Running, by the pre-selected CompShop, a query on a plurality of electronic 
stores carrying the item, and asking for a price of the item (see at least paragraph 
0034 which discloses posting the user's requirement to a plurality of electronic 
stores/suppliers [see Fig.1, "30 S"] asking for the price quote), the plurality of 
electronic stores including at least one smartStore and determining by the at least 
one smartStore that the query is received from the preselected CompShop (see at 
least paragraphs 0011 and 0035 which disclose that the pre-selected CompShop 
sets up a private auction allowing only pre-selected suppliers which implies that 
the pre-selected suppliers would inherently determine that the RFQ has come from 
a pre-selected/identified entity, that is the comparison shopping site. The suppliers 
of the private auction club correspond to smartStores .); 

Selectively determining, by the smartStore, an offer price of the item and selectively 
returning one of a static price and a modified price, wherein the modified price and 
selectively returning, by the SmartStore, of said one of the static price and the 
modified price result from the smartStore learning a best offer price received by the 
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preselected CompShop from the plurality of electronic stores (see at least 
paragraphs 0041-0043. Para 0041 discloses suppliers bidding on the user's 
requirement and those bids correspond to the static price but then. Para 0043 
discloses that suppliers, that is smartStores offer selectively modified price after 
learning the best offer price, that is a competitor offering lower price than his.). 

Referring to claim 2 . Gillman further discloses a method comprising returning a 
static price by at least one of the plurality of electronic stores determined not to be 
the SmartStore (see at least paragraph 0035 which discloses that prices are also 
requested from general suppliers who are not the selected suppliers and they will 
return the static prices, that is their standard prices as they do not get to view the 
feedback of other competitors' prices which motivates the selected suppliers/ 
smartStores to determine to quote or not modified prices. ). 

Referring to claim 3 . Gillman further discloses a method comprising sending, by the 
SmartStore, a request to the preselected CompShop asking for comparative prices of 
the item and determining, by the SmartStore, whether an asking offer price is the best 
offer price that can be offered, wherein if the asking offer price is determined to be a 
lowest price, then the SmartStore returns its static price (see paragraphs 0039, 0043 
and 0047. Paragraphs 0039 and 0047 disclose that a SmartStore, that is pre-registered 
or selected supplier a participant in a private auction can send a request and access 
the comparative prices of the item. Paragraph 0043 teaches that after knowing the 
best offer price is lowest and it cannot go lower than that the supplier sends his static 
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price that is a price not modified to be lower than the lowest best offer from a 
competitor). 

Referring to claim 4 . Gilman further discloses a method of comprising: 

If the asking offer price is determined not to be a lowest price, then adjusting, by the 
smartStore, the price and Returning a new price to the preselected CompShop (see 
at least paragraph 0043). 

Referring to claim 12 . Gillman further discloses a method comprising returning, by the 
preselected CompShop, the list of prices to the customer (see at least paragraph 0042 
which disclose that the auction system, that is CompShop returns the list of prices 
received from suppliers to the user). 

Referring to claim 13 . Gillman further discloses a method comprising: Selecting, by the 
customer, based upon prices received, a choice of one of the plurality of electronic 
stores for providing the item (see paragraphs 0048-0049). 

Referring to claims 14-15 . Gillman further discloses a method wherein the item 
comprises a product and service (see at least paragraph 0023). 

Referring to claim 16 . Gilman further discloses a method wherein the best offer 
price is the lowest offer price (see at least paragraph 0045 discloses to accept the 
lowest current bid). 
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Referring to claim 17 . Gillman further discloses a method wherein the best offer 
price is the highest offer price (see at least paragraphs 0044 which disclose that the 
best offers from best delivery point of view are not the lowest but higher or can be 
highest. 

Referring to claims 22-24, their limitations are closely parallel to the limitations of 
claim 1 and are therefore analyzed and rejected on the basis of same rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4.1. Claims 5 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Gillman and further in view of Cofino et al. (US Publication 2004/0015415) hereinafter, referred 

to Cofino 

Referring to claim 5 . Gillman further discloses a method wherein the at least one of the 
electronic stores automatically changes the price depending on what the lowest price is as 
recorded by the preselected CompShop ( already analyzed above. See at least Paragraph 
0043) but does not disclose changing the price based on a customer for the item asking for 
the price . However, in the field of same endeavor, Cofino teaches changing the price based 
on a customer for the item asking for the price (Cofino: Figure 7b shows offering a discount for 
a shopper Group A). In view of Cofino, it would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill 
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in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to have modified Gillman to incorporate the 
feature of changing the price based on a customer for the item asking for the price because it 
is well known to provide discounts to members of certain groups such as Government 
agencies or members of Costco or Sam's club get special discounts owing to the bulk 
purchases made by them resulting added revenues and profits for sellers. 

Referring to claim 21 . Gillman discloses a method wherein a price comparison is 
performed on an identical item (as analyzed in claim 1 above) but does not disclose 
performing price comparison on a substantially identical item, and wherein a graded price is 
offered on the substantially identical item. However, in the same field of endeavor, Cofino 
teaches performing price comparison on an identical item and a substantially identical item, 
and wherein a graded price is offered on the substantially identical item (see Cofino: see at 
least paragraphs 0040 and 0041 which disclose price-comparison is performed for both that 
is, an identical item and a substantially identical item, and wherein a graded price is offered on 
the substantially identical item. In view of Cofino, it would be obvious to one of an ordinary 
skilled in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to have modified Gillman to incorporate 
the feature of performing price-comparison for an identical item and a substantially identical 
item, and wherein a graded price is offered on the substantially identical item because it would 
enable stores/vendors to sell related/comparable products resulting in added revenues and 
profits. 

4.2. Claims 6-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gillman 
and further in view of Bot (PTO-892, Ref U, submitted on 6/18/2003). 
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Referring to claim 6 . Gillman discloses that registered suppliers for private auctions, 
that is smartShoppers can access all the information about those auctions, competitor's 
prices, etc. and keeps a track of all those auctions (see at least paragraph 0038-0039 and 
0047). Different auctions correspond to different web pages served by the server "20" in Fig.1. 
Gillman does not explicitly disclose maintaining, by the smartStore, a list of pre-selected 
comparison-shopping sites . However, in the field of same endeavor, Bot suggests 
maintaining, by the smartStore, a list of pre-selected comparison-shopping sites (see at least 

page 3, " Web Shopping Be wary of bots owned by sites that want to sell to you..". Here, 

bots correspond to Comparison shopping sites and the "sites" correspond to the smartStore, 
that is vendors). In view of Bot, it would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skilled in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to have modified Gillman to incorporate the feature 
that vendors maintain a list of such Bots or auction systems which provide opportunities to 
users to receive price comparisons for an item because it would help them to sell more of their 
products to the users. 

Referring to claim 7 . Gillman does not discloses that if a request is made from other 
than the list of preselected comparison shopping sites, then returning by the smartStore, a 
static price. However, Gillman discloses, see paragraph 0035, that suppliers who are 
registered with a private auction, that is corresponding to smartStores, are t allowed to view 
the competitor's prices and therefore these suppliers motivated to offer modified or discounted 
prices, and therefore similarly if these stores get RFQs from auction sites other than the one 
with which they are registered then they may not be able to view the competitor's prices and 
therefore would not be motivated to offer modified prices but would end up quoting their 
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standard or static prices. The limitation that If the request for the price is from the list of 
preselected comparisons shopping sites, then submitting by the smartStore a request to the 
preselected CompShop to get a list of all comparison prices for the item is already covered in 
claim 3 above. 

Referring to claim 8 . Gillman further discloses a method comprising when the 
smartStore obtains the list of all comparison prices, determining whether the smartStore can 
offer a lowest price (see paragraphs 0039, 0043 and 0047). 

Referring to claim 9 . Gillman further discloses a method wherein the smartStore 
determines whether it can afford to offer a lower price based upon the comparison and its 
own cost price and required profit margin (see paragraph 0043). 

Referring to claim 10 . Gillman further discloses a method comprising if the 
smartStore can offer a lower price, then returning the lower price to the preselected 
CompShop (see paragraph 0043). 

Referring to claim 1 1 . Gillman further discloses a method comprising if the 
smartStore cannot offer a lower price, then returning its static price to the CompShop (this 
limitation already covered in claim 3 above). 

4.3. Claims 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over Gillman and 
further in view of Official Notice 
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Referring to claims 18-20 . Gillman doe not explicitly disclosing caching pricing 
information at the comparison shopping site or at the smartStore. However, examiner takes an 
Official Notice of the notoriously well-known fact and benefits of caching information in a 
special memory to duplicate the frequently used data values for quick access. In view of the 
Official Notice, it would be obvious to one of an ordinary skilled in the art to incorporate 
caches in Gillman for (a) to cache the preselected CompShop, the prices received from the 
plurality of electronic stores, (b) to cache the smartStore, a list of prices received from the 
preselected CompShop wherein the smartStore selectively visits the preselected CompShop 
such that information from the preselected CompShop is cached by the smartStore for 
comparison with a price request occurring between visits to the preselected CompShop 
because a cache is useful when RAM accesses are slow compared with the microprocessor 
speed because cache memory is always faster than main RAM memory. 



Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

(i) US PG-Publication 2005/0240492 A1 to Grdina discloses that both shops and 
shoppers can request information on competitors' prices from an external database (see at least 
Abstract and paragraphs 0012-0013). 

(ii) US Patent 6,076,070 to Stack teaches a method and apparatus for on-line price 
comparison with a competitor (see at least Abstract). 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Yogesh C. Garg whose telephone number is 571-272-6756. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F(8:30-4:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wynn Coggins can be reached on 571-272-7159. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Yogesh C Garg 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3625 
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November 9, 2005 



